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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)13 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 21 March 2005 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)M This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) E3 Claim(s) U9 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) [3 Claim(s) 1^9 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9 

12)^ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or(f). 
a)Ex] All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3.S Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Drawings 

1 . Figure 1 should be designated by a legend such as -Prior Art- because only that which is old 
is illustrated. See MPEP § 608.02(g). 

Corrected drawings in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to the Office 
action to avoid abandonment of the application. The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled 
"Replacement Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1.84(c)) so as not to obstruct any portion of 
the drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and 
informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will 
not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 3-5, 7 and 9 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

a. Regarding claim 3, "the one mechanism for supporting evaporation" in 11. 2-3 lacks the proper 
antecedent basis. 

b. Regarding claim 4, it appears as if the claim is an improperly formed Markush claim. To 
expedite prosecution, the examiner will interpret the claim as claiming that only one of the three 
alternatives must be present. See MPEP §803.02. 

c. Regarding claims 5 and 7, the period at the end of the claim is missing. 

d. Regarding claim 9, it appears that "solutionis" in line 14 should be -solution is-. 
Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis 
for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

4. Claims 1, 2, 4 and 7-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Grosshauser, 
US 4,753,165 (hereafter Grosshauser). 

a. Regarding claim 1, Grosshauser teaches rotary printing machine with at least one ink transfer 
roller (6, Fig. 1), which transfers ink that particularly consists of color pigments and solutions towards 
a print substrate ink from an ink reservoir (4, Fig. 1), whereby the intensity of the ink on the print 
substrate is adjustable through the mixture ratio of the color pigments (it is an inherent property, of ink 
that intensity of the ink on the substrate is adjustable through the mixture ratio of the color pigments) 
and the solution in the ink that is transferred from the machine to the print substrate characterized in 
that the mixture ratio of the color pigments and the solution in the ink, which is transferred by the 
machine onto the print substrate by means of at least one mechanism for supporting evaporation of 
solution (5, Fig. 1) on at least one ink transfer roller is influenceable (the mixture ration of the color 
pigments and the solution in the ink are inherently influenceable). 

b. Regarding claim 2, Grosshauser teaches all that is claimed as discussed in the rejection of claim 
1 above. Grosshauser also teaches at least one mechanism for supporting evaporation of solution (5, 
Fig. 1) on the ink transfer roller that has a blower which blows a suitable gas such as air onto the ink 
transfer roller (col. 3, 11. 65-66). 
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c. Regarding claim 4, Grosshauser teaches all that is claimed as discussed in the rejection of claim 
1 above. Grosshauser also teaches at least one mechanism for supporting the evaporation of solution 
(9, 19) on the ink transfer roller (3, 4) with at least one of the following functional units: mechanisms 
for heating up of at least one of the ink transfer roller ("heated ink transport cylinder 6," col. 3, 11. 65- 
66). 

d. Regarding claim 7, Grosshauser teaches all that is claimed as discussed in the rejection of claim 
4 above. Grosshauser also teaches that in each case in the ink transfer direction in the printing machine 
one mechanism for supporting evaporation of solutions (5, Fig. 1) on at least one ink transfer roller (6, 
Fig. 1) follows ink that is applicable onto an ink reservoir (4, Fig. 1) through which ink can be applied 
onto an ink transfer roller. 

e. Regarding claim 8, Grosshauser teaches all that is claimed as discussed in the rejection of claim 
1 above. Grosshauser also teaches the output of mechanisms for supporting the evaporation of solution 
on at least one ink transfer roller in operating the printing machine can be controlled and/or regulated 
(the air nozzles 5 can be inherently controlled to be either on or off in conjunction with the printing 
machine). 

f. Regarding claim 9, Grosshauser teaches method for setting the ink intensity on a print substrate 
printed by a rotary printing machine whereby the rotary printing machine is equipped with at least one 
ink transfer roller (6, Fig. 1), which transfers ink toward a print substrate, that in particular consists of 
color pigments and solutions, from a ink reservoir (4, Fig. 1) in the direction of a print substrate, and 
whereby the intensity of the ink on the print substrate is set through the mixing ratio of the color 
pigments and the solution in the ink (it is an inherent property of ink that intensity of the ink on the 
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substrate is adjustable through the mixture ratio of the color pigments) which is transferred by the 
machine characterized in that the mixing ratio of the color pigment and the solution is set by the 
evaporation of solution being supported on at least one ink transfer roller (5, Fig. 1; col. 3, 11. 54-56). 
5. Claims 1 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Franklin ef al., US 
6,418,844 (hereafter Franklin). 

a. Regarding claim 1, Franklin teaches rotary printing machine with at least one ink transfer roller 
(1, Fig. la), which transfers ink that particularly consists of color pigments and solutions towards a 
print substrate ink from an ink reservoir (2, Fig. la), whereby the intensity of the ink on the print 
substrate is adjustable through the mixture ratio of the color pigments (it is an inherent property of ink 
that intensity of the ink on the substrate is adjustable through the mixture ratio of the color pigments) 
and the solution in the ink that is transferred from the machine to the print substrate characterized in 
that the mixture ratio of the color pigments and the solution in the ink, which is transferred by the 
machine onto the print substrate by means of at least one mechanism for supporting evaporation of 
solution (10, Fig. la) on at least one ink transfer roller is influenceable (the mixture ration of the color 
pigments and the solution in the ink are inherently influenceable). 

b. Regarding claim 3, Franklin teaches all that is claimed as discussed in the rejection of claim 1 
above. Franklin also teaches at least the one mechanism for supporting evaporation of solution (10, 
Fig. la) on the ink transfer roller and has a sucker (10, Fig. la) which increases the volume flow of a 
suitable gas, such as air, that is led by the ink transfer roller. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that 
the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

7. Claims 5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Grosshauser. 

a. Regarding claim 5: 

Grosshauser teaches all that is claimed as discussed in the rejection of claim 1 above. 

Grosshauser does not teach a second ink reservoir, which is arranged in the transfer direction 
between the ink transfer roller and the mechanism for supporting evaporation of solutions on an ink 
transfer roller and through which additional ink can be applied to the in transfer roller. 

It has been held that mere duplication of parts is not sufficient to patentably distinguish an 
invention over the prior art. See MPEP § 2144.04 (VI)(B). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Grosshauser to include a second ink reservoir, because one having ordinary skill 
in the art would recognize that this is merely duplication of parts, and would have the benefit of 
providing an additional ink reservoir for use in case the first ink reservoir were damaged, thereby 
reducing the downtime of the printing machine. 

b. Regarding claim 6: 

Grosshauser teaches all that is claimed as discussed in the rejection of claim 1 above. 
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Grosshauser does not teach at least one other mechanism for supporting of evaporation of 
solution has an effect on at least one ink transfer roller, which influences another part of the scope of 
the ink transfer roller. 

It has been held that mere duplication of parts is not sufficient to patentably distinguish an 
invention over the prior art. See MPEP § 2144.04 (VI)(B). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Grosshauser to include a second mechanism for supporting of evaporation of 
solution, because one having ordinary skill in the art would recognize that this is merely duplication of 
parts, and would have the benefit of providing an additional mechanism for supporting of evaporation 
of solution for use in case the first mechanism for supporting of evaporation of solution were damaged, 
thereby reducing the downtime of the printing machine. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Leo T. Hinze whose telephone number is (571) 272-2167. The examiner can 
normally be reached on M-F 8:00-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Andrew Hirshfeld can be reached on (571) 272-2168. The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained 
from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available 
through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Patent Examiner 
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